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 S048440 PEOPLE v. LIGHTSEY (CHRISTOPHER) 
 Extension of time granted to May 30, 2006, to file appellant's opening brief.  After that date, no further extension 

is contemplated.  Extension is granted based upon counsel Erik N. Larson's representation that he anticipates 
 filing that document by May 29, 2006. 
 
 
 S049596 PEOPLE v. BRYANT, SMITH & 

 WHEELER 
 Extension of time granted to June 2, 2006, to file appellant Bryant's reply brief.  The court anticipates that after 

that date, only four further extensions totaling about 240 additional days will be granted.  Counsel is ordered to 
inform his or her supervising attorney, if any, of this schedule, and to take all steps necessary to meet it. 

 
 
 S054372 PEOPLE v. ERVINE (DENNIS N.) 
 Extension of time granted June 2, 2006, to file appellant's opening brief. Extension is granted based upon Deputy 

State Public Defender Douglas Ward's representation that he anticipates filing that brief by June 2, 2006.  After 
  that date, no further extension will be granted. 
 
 
 S062180 PEOPLE v. VALDEZ (RICHARD) 
 Extension of time granted to June 2, 2006, to file appellant's opening brief.  After that date, only one further 

extension totaling about 60 additional days will be granted.  Extension is granted based upon Deputy State 
Public Defender Raoul D. Schonemann's representation that he anticipates filing that brief by July 31, 2006. 

 
 
 S082101 PEOPLE v. RHOADES (ROBERT B.) 
 Extension of time granted to June 9, 2006, to file appellant's opening brief. 
 
 
 S137392 TULK (JAMES) ON H.C. 
 Extension of time granted to April 28, 2006, to file the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas 

corpus.  Extension is granted based upon Deputy Attorney General Sean M. McCoy's representation that he 
anticipates filing that document by April 28, 2006.  After that date, no further extension will be granted. 

 
 
 S139133 A107711 First Appellate District, Div. 4 MIKLOSKY v. U.C. REGENTS 
 Extension of time granted on application of appellants and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to 

serve and file appellants' opening brief on the merits is extended to May 4, 2006. 
 
 
 S056997 PEOPLE v. WHISENHUNT (MICHAEL M.) 
 Order filed.  Appellant's "Appllication for Leave to File Opening Brief Longer Than 95, 200 Words" is granted. 
 
 S121724 D040475 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 PEOPLE v. COLE 
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 The Request for Judicial Notice of defendants Pearle Vision, Inc., and Pearle VisionCare, Inc., is granted as to 

Exhibits 1 and 3-9.  It is denied as to Exhibit 2. 
 The People's Requests for Judicial Notice is granted as to Exhibits A-R, W, X, Z, and BB-JJ.  It is denied as to 

Exhibits S, T, U, V, Y, and AA. 
 The Request for Judicial Notice of amicus curiae National Association of Optometrists and Opticians is granted 

in its entirety. 
 The Request for Judicial Notice amici curiae Melvin Snow and  Sabrina Hughes is granted as to Exhibits A, B, 

and G7-G9.  It is denied as to Exhibits C-F, G1-G6, and H.  As to Exhibit G10, it is granted insofar as this 
exhibit includes various versions of proposed legislation, chaptered statutes, legislative analyses, enrolled bill 
reports to the Governor, letters to the Governor from the legislative author of Senate Bill No. 932 (1969-1970 
Reg. Sess.), and a letter from the Attorney General to the Governor regarding Assembly Bill No. 1125 (1979-
1980 Reg. Sess.), and is denied insofar as this exhibit includes letters regarding these bills from private 
individuals or organizations to members of the Legislature. 

 The motion of defendants Pearle Vision, Inc., and Pearle VisionCare, Inc., to strike portions of the brief of amici 
curiae Melvin Snow and Sabrina Hughes is denied. 

 
 
 S122816 B162812 Second Appellate District, Div. 3 PEOPLE v. HUDSON 
 The request of the Attorney General for judicial notice, filed in this court on November 12, 2004, is granted. 
 
 
 S139672 B177852/B180696 Second Appellate District, Div. 3 ARCHBISHOP OF LOS ANGELES v. S.C.  

   (PEOPLE) 
 The order filed on March 1, 2006, denying the petitions for review is amended to read, in its entirety; “Petitions 

for review denied.” 
 
 
 S139793 B176739 Second Appellate District, Div. 4 PEOPLE v. MALDONADO 
 The order filed on March 1, 2006, denying the petitions for review is amended to read, in its entirety; “Petitions 

for review denied.” 
 
 
 S140596 B173670 Second Appellate District, Div. 8 PEOPLE v. TAYLOR 
 The order filed on March 1, 2006, denying the petitions for review is amended to read, in its entirety:  “Petitions 

for review denied without prejudice to any relief to which defendant might be entitled after the United States 
Supreme Court determines in Cunningham v. California, No. 05-6551, the effect of Blakely v. Washington 
(2004) 542 U.S. 296 and United States v. Booker (2005) 543 U.S. 220, on California law.” 

 
 


